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smaller contractor, below the certain levels of 160, 260 feet
and don't require themto be licensed any nore, andno $3,000

fee. They would still have to have trained individuals pyt,
neverthel'ess, they wouldn't have those restrictions. We are
easing up in this bill a great deal of the restrictions under
the original bill that has been passed. Going..the Beck

amendment goes far too far and, frankly, jeopardizes™ ihe pill.
We cannot have a situati on where anybody and everybody can cone
into a home and do what they wish in terms gf asbestos.
Asbestos is something, of course, of concern and | know t hat
there are those that argue that it isn't as big a concern as
people have made it out to be. But, neverthel ess, people are
concerned and, in fact, a |arge nunber of conplaints have come
into the Health Department specifically dealing with home
situations and conplaints about contractors dealing” witn that.
That is.a sore point, a problem and we get back to a situation
with the Beck anendnent where there would be g oversight, no
i nvol verent, no restrictions, andl think you jeopardize | think
the health and welfare of families, not only those that do these

projects, but other famlies that mght purchase the hone. ¢
Is a serious mstake. The second Beck amendment talks
about...again, the bill allows for the homeowner, thenselves, to
do the work. That has got sone potential probl ens, opviously

but, neverthel ess, doing your own work in your own home is a
little hard to regul ateand so it was felt to ease up on that

was reasonable. But there are situations where the homeowner
can't do the work thenselves, but may have a fam |y nmenber or
may have somebody else, a nei ghbor, wanting to do the work, nd
so her second anendment which deals with the famly or unpaid

vol unt eer woul d be acceptable to

others concerned aboutpthi s issuenghdw\/\?oudl%, b|e thfir?kc,e%%?lsgngcé
of the concern. So | think what | would highly recorrrren(fis you
reject this amendnent. The next amendment t~.-t. she is going to

offer is an acceptable amendment, gnd | think what we have done
inthis bill, again | enphasize, is ease up tremendously on ne

restrictions now in placeinthe |aw and this anmendment, |
think, jeopardizes that initiative. So|would strongly oppose
it.

SPEAKER BARRETT: Senator Nelson, please.

SENATOR NEL SON: Nr. Speaker, | also feel the same as Senator
Wesely. We have tried to work, we have worked the comunity, we

have worked with the Health Departnent, the fl ooring
contractors, many, many people. I woul d be..I have had to

10612



